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ACRONYM AND ABBREVIATION LIST

Acronym/Abbreviation

Term

AO
BMP
BMR

CA
CERCLA
CFR

clu
CSO
CWA
CWF
DMR
DSS

EP

EPA
ERP
FDF

FTE
FWA
gpd

IcIs

Administrative Order
Best management practices
Baseline Monitoring Report

Control Authority

Comprehensive Environmental Remediation, Compensation and Liability Act

Code of Federal Regulations

Categorical Industrial User

Combined sewer overflow

Clean Water Act

Combined Wastestream Formula
Discharge Monitoring Report

Domestic Sewage Study

Extraction Procedure

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Enforcement Response Plan
Fundamentally different factors

Full-time equivalent

Flow-Weighted Average

Gallons per day

Integrated Compliance Information System
Industrial User

Industrial Waste Survey

Million gallons per day

Municipal solid waste

Not applicable

Not determined

Notice of Violation

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
Nonsignificant Categorical Industrial User
Oil and grease

Pretreatment Compliance Audit
Pretreatment Compliance Inspection

Permit Compliance System
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ACRONYM AND ABBREVIATION LIST (CONTINUED)

Acronym/Abbreviation

Term

PIRT
POTW
QA/QC
RCRA
RIDE
RNC
SiU
SNC
3U0O
TCLP
TMDL
TOMP
TRC
TRE
TRIS
TSDF
TTO
UsT
WENDB
Y/N

Pretreatment Implementation Review Task Force
Publicly owned treatment works

Quality assurance/quality control

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
Required ICIS Data Element

Reportable Noncompliance

Significant Industrial User

Significant Noncompliance

Sewer Use Ordinance

Toxicity Characteristic Leachate Procedure
Total maximum daily load

Toxic Crganic Management Plan
Technical Review Criteria

Technical Review Evaluation

Toxics Release Inventory System
Treatment, Storage, and Disposal Facility
Total toxic organics

Underground Storage Tank

Water Enforcement National Data Base

Yes or no
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GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS

As noted in the Introduction, the auditor should review a representative number of SIU files. Section |l of this
checklist provides space to document five [U files. This should not be construed to mean that five is an adequate
representation of files to review. The auditor should make as many copies of Section | as needed to document a
representative number of files according to the discussion in the Introduction.

The auditor should ensure that during the audit, he or she follows up on any and all violations noted in the
previous inspection, annual report, or during the course of the audit.

Throughout the course of the evaluation, the auditor should look for areas in which the CA should improve the
effectiveness and quality of its program.

Audit findings should clearly distinguish between violations, deficiencies, and effectiveness issues.
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SECTION I: DATA REVIEW

INSTRUCTIONS: Complete this section on the basis of CA activities to implement its pretreatment program. Answers o
these questions could be obtained from a combination of sources including discussions with CA personnel, review of
general and specific 1U files, 1U site visits, review of POTW treatment plants, among others. Attach documentation where
appropriate. Specific data might be required in some cases.

e \Write ND (Not Determined) beside the questions or items that were not evaluated during the audit.

¢ Use N/A (Not Applicable) where appropriate.

A. CA PRETREATMENT PROGRAM MODIFICATION [403.18]

1. a. Has the CA made any substantial changes to the pretreatment program that were not Yes No

reported to the Approval Authority (e.qg., legal authority, less stringent limits, k4

multijurisdictional situation)?

If yes, discuss.

b. Is the CA in the process of making any substantial modifications to any pretreatment Yes No

program component (including legal authority, less stringent local limits, and 4

required pretreatment provisions from the 2005 revisions to the General Pretreatment
Regulations, multijurisdictional situation, and others)?

If yes, describe.

c. Has the CA made any nonsubstantial changes to the pretreatment program (i.e., pH limit Yes No

modjification, reallocation of the maximum allowable headworks loading, and such)? *

If yes, describe.
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SECTION I: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

A. CA PRETREATMENT PROGRAM MODIFICATION (continued) [403.18]

1. d. Has the CA amended its pretreatment program to include the following components required under the 2005
amendments to the General Pretreatment Regulations:

Yes No
¢ Slug control requirements in control mechanisms. [40 CFR 403.8(f)(1)(iii)}(B)86)] 5%
e Notification requirements to include changes that might affect the potential for a slug X
discharge. [40 CFR 403.8(f)(2)(vi)]
e Revised SNC definition. [40 CFR 403.8(f)(2)(viii)] ¢
¢ Clarification that SIU reports must include any applicable BMP compliance information. 5
[40 CFR 40.12(b), (e), (h)]
¢ SIU control mechanisms must contain any BMPs required by a Pretreatment Standard, 5%
local limits, state, or local law. [40 CFR 403.8(f)(1)(iii))}(B)(3)]
e Record-keeping requirements for BMPs. [40 CFR 403.12(0)] %
e Clarification that CAs that perform sampling for SiUs must perform any required repeat e
sampling and analysis within 30 days of becoming aware of a violation. [40 CFR
403.12(g)(2)]
¢ Modifications to the sampling requirements. [40 CFR 403.12(g)] e
e Requirement to report all monitoring results. [40 CFR 403.12(g)] %
If not, when?
e. Has the CA adopted or does the CA plan to adopt any of the optional measures provided Yes No
by the 2005 amendments to the General Pretreatment Regulations? )4

If yes, check which ones.

X Issuance of monitoring waivers for pollutants that are not present [40 CFR 403.8(f)(2)(v) and 403.12(e)(2)]

Issuance of general control mechanisms to regulate multiple industrial dischargers with similar wastes
[40 CFR 403.8(N)(1)(iii)(A)]

Using BMPs as an alternative to numeric local limits [40 CFR 403.3(e), 403.5(c)(4), 403.8(f), 403.12(b), (e),
and (h)]

Authority to implement alternative sampling, reporting, and inspection frequencies for NSCIlUs
[40 CFR 403.3(v)(2), 403.8(H)(2)(v)(B), 403.8(f)(6), 403.12(e)(1), 403.12(g), (i), and (g)]

Authority to implement alternative sampling, reporting, and inspection frequencies for middle-tier CiUs
[40 CFR 403.8(H)(2)(v)(C), 403.12(e)(3), and 403.12(i)]

Authority to implement equivalent concentration limits for flow-based standards [40 CFR 403.6(c)(6)]

X Authority to implement equivalent mass limits for concentration-based standards [40 CFR 403.6(c)(5)]
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SECTION |: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

A. CA PRETREATMENT PROGRAM MODIFICATION (continued) [403.18]

2. a. Are there any planned changes to the POTW's treatment plant(s)? Yes No

If yes, describe.

¢ LAG Advanced Water Purtfication Demonstration Facllity (AWPDF)Y LA Sanitation and Environmeant
(LASAR) s crealing o bold vision for Los Angsles” water future through & serlss of interactive water
featwres as part of 2 new communily park and g stals-ofthe-grt advanced water purification facliily. The
proect borders the Los Angeles River ard will provide an exciting and dynamic public open space. The
Water Technology Center and LA Urban Watsrway will be located at the Los Angeles Glendale Waler
Redamation Plant (LAGWHERP) This will be a multi-funclional and multi-beneficial advanced treatment
facility. This state-of-the-art facility will showease the atest technologies for producing recycled water and
provids opportunities Tor public engagement as well as Iraining for operations stalf in polable reuse
technologies.

= (zone Demonstration Project (ODPL: The Qzone Demonstration Project at DCTWRP is designed and
operated by LABAN and will produce highly purified water to replenish the City's groundwater in the San
Famando Groundwaier Basin, The project will produce up o 10 million gallons per day (mgd) of highly
purified water by the end of 2022, The GDP &t DOT will add an ozone ireatment step after the secondary
clarification process prior 1o the tertiary oloth fillers In the Phase 2 treatment train {one of DCTWEPs two
paraliel reatment traing). The use of czone will enhance water quality by providing additional chemical and
pathogen removal bevond what is achieved through existing terliary treatment alons.

= DOT Advanced Water Puritfication Facllity (AWPFY As part of the City's long-term water managament
obiectives of maximizing local water resources, LASAN will lead the development of the DOTWREP AWPEF
that will supply purified recycled water to replenish the San Fernando Groundwaler Basin via surface
spreading known as the Los Angeles Groundwater Replenishment Project, This project will consist of
microfittration (MF), reverse osmosis (RO} and ultraviclet advanced oxidation processes (UVADER),

« Hyperion Membrane Bloreastor (MBRY, The primary goal of the Hyperion Membrane Biorsactor (MBR) Piict
Facility is 1o obtain the necessary scientific, technical, design, and operational data for the fulwre ransformation
of HWERE 0 a 100% waler recyeling facility (Hyperion 2035). The Hyperion MBR Piot Facilily Projectis g
coflaboration between LASAN, the Los Angeles Department of Walsr and Powsr, and the Wast Basin Municipal
Water Digtrict, The project plan 18 1o operale the Hyperion MBR Piot Facilily for ong vear o determing the
afficiency of removing pathogens in MBR systems and as a way 1o collect data that will support the reguiatory
process for Hyperion 2035,

b. Are these changes to the treatment plant(s) due to pretreatment issues? Yes No

If yes, what were the issues?
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B. LEGAL AUTHORITY [403.8(f)(1) ]

1. a. Are there any contributing jurisdictions discharging wastewater to the POTW?

If yes, complete questions b-e.

b. List the contributing jurisdictions.

City of Burbank, City of Glendale, City of B Segundeo, City of Banta Monica, Oity of West Hollvwood, Clty of San

Farnando, City of Culver City, and City of Beverly Hills

c. Does the CA have an agreement in place that addresses pretreatment program

responsibilities?

d. Is the CA or the contributing jurisdiction responsible for the following:

Yes No

Yes No

X

CA Responsibility

Contributing Jurisdiction
Responsibility

Updating the IWS

X

Notifying 1Us of requirements

Issuance of control mechanisms

Receiving and reviewing IU reports

Conducting inspections

Conducting compliance monitoring

Enforcement of Pretreatment Standards and Requirements

A I A I S I
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SECTION I: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)
B. LEGAL AUTHORITY (continued) [403.8(f)(1)] (continued)

e. Has the CA had any problems with implementation of its pretreatment program within Yes No
the contributing jurisdictions? X
If yes, explain.
Yes No
2. a. Has the CA updated its legal authority to reflect the 2005 General Pretreatment A
Regulation changes?
b. Did all contributing jurisdictions update their SUOs to be as stringent as the receiving 4
POTW?
c. Did the CA update its procedures and ERP to implement the changes in its SUQ? X
Explain
3. Does the CA experience difficulty in implementing its legal authority [i.e., SUQ, Yes No
interjurisdictional agreement (e.g., permit challenged, entry refused, penalty appealed)]? )4
If yes, explain.
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SECTION |: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

C. U CHARACTERIZATION [403.8(F)(2)(i)&(ii)]

1. a. How does the CA define SIU? (Is it the same in contributing jurisdictions? Is it different from the federal definition at
40 CFR 403.3(v)7?)

Subject to the provisions established in 40 CFR 403.30¢) and LAMO Section 84.00, A7D a Significant Industrial User
(S g any of the following:

{2} any discharger of industrial wastswater that is subisct o Mational Categorical Pretreaiment Standards,

(b} any other discharger that discharges an average of 25 000 galions or more per day of procass wastewster (Mprocess
wastewaler” excludes sanitary, non-condact cooling water and boiler Blowdown W&&ié’iwaiﬁf'&:} or contnbules process

wastewalsr w? ieh makes up 5% or more of the average dry weather hydraulic or organic (BOD, T85, elv.) capaciy of the
freatmeant plant

(o} any dischargsr that is designated by the Direclor to Eaav»ﬁ a reasonable potential to adversely affsct the POTW's
operation or for violatl ‘3, any prefreatment standard or requirament,

The CA has chosen not o include the NSCIU provision, Contributing jurisdictions have been informed in a letter, dated
December 2014, that hey can inchude the NSCH provision into their program.

b. If the CA has implemented the middle-tier ClU provisions, how does the CA define middle-tier CIU?
The CA did not implement the middis-tier provision,
c. If the CA has implemented the NSCIU provisions, how does the CA define NSCIU?

The CA did not implement the NSO provision,

2. How are SlUs identified and categorized (including those in contributing jurisdictions)?

Sils ars identified by the CA through the use of a mullipls source identification system {e.g. YeliowPFages.com, the
Varizon Telephons Book, sin), other enforcament agenoy referrals, inventory canvassing and annual Local Industria]
Usar (LILD inspection activities, raview of permit applications, characterization of an IW's wastewsalsr dischargs, periodic
flow undates, and an audit of sach facility, The CA categorizes an SiU aecording to federal pretreatment standards bassd
on s primary busingss aotivity, industrial operations performed, raw m aterials \,;fsm, products produced, industry olass,
and dischargs flow

Each contriputing jurisdiction identifies and categorizes its SiUs through use of g mullipls source identification system,
review of parmit gpplication and inspactions,

Discuss any problems.
Pone,

10
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3. a. How and when does the CA update its IWS to identify new IUs (including those in contributing jurisdictions)?

The CA updates ity Industrial waste Survey [IWE] using databases consolidated from multiple sources o identify and
parmit new [Us discharging wastewster (o the Oty of Log Angeles sewears on an on-going basis, The current sources of
the database zed far updating the CA's WS are obirined from YellowPages.com {yp.ocom), WP, LATAX business
permits, and the CA's Permit information Management System (FIMS). One source is the result of the LA Clty Building &
Safety Department's policy ::3? reguiring the CA's aporoval stamp on new consbruction and sllows identification of new
potentigh s, Another souwrce s the addresses of cancalled permits from the PIMES daiabase. The PIMS database holds all
the informstion of the CA's U inventory. Ancther source comes from gqueries in YellowPages.com, e matal finishars
within the local jurisdiction. Another source comss from referrals from various gwwn mental agencles, of from companies
about oo 'ﬁ;}@tié:}* The WS dalabase gensrates the st of s for canvassing inspections. The process involved it the
preparation of the new I st involves sorting and soresning records of U names and addressss .t atiow for schedulad
facility Inspaction on a geographics! basis. The informalion gatherad from the ongoing Tacility inspactions s ussd o
determine whether the permit 10 be igsusd fr 5 new dischargsr s a CalegoricaliSignificant Industnal User (31U}, 5 Non-
categorical Significant Industrial User (Mon-Cat 8L, or g Local Industrial User (LILY All new permits issued by this
;::zr-:}c»;* ars tracked by the CA.

Each contributing jurisdiction dentifles and categorizes it US through the use of 3 mullipie source identification system,
revigw of parmit dp;}.xgizc} ng, and inspections,

b. How and when does the CA identify changes in wastewater discharges at existing lUs (including those in
contributing jurisdictions)?

Changes in wastewster discharges can ba deiﬁm‘kis‘md during a facility flskl nspection and arg documentad in the
inspecton ’icifi’a%?i\fi, report. Al g minimum, st s are inspected once per year and thelr industrial discharge flows are
updated annually using LA Dept of Walsr & Power water consumption readings, faoility discharge flow mater readings,
and any other waler usaga/supply data | S facilities are inspeciad quartery and thelr flows gre also updsted quarterly,
Changes in wastewsater dischargas may result in reclassification andfor parmit amendments, Also, Ws are required by
LAMO 84 30,01 () {8), 1o notify the City of any new introduction of wastewater constituents or any substantial changs in
volume or character of thelr wastewater constituants

Each contributing jurisdiction identifies changes in wasiewater discharges using s faciiily field Empﬂf‘iim% major water
supplier water congsumption readings, Tacility discharge flow meter readings, and any ather water usage/supnly dala,

11
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SECTION I: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

C. U CHARACTERIZATION [403.8(f)(2)(i)&(ii)] (continued)

4. How many IUs are identified by the CA in each of the following groups?

a. 173 SiUs (as defined by the CA) [WENDB - SIUS, RIDE — SlUs]
112 ClUs, excluding middie-tier ClUs and NSCIUs [WENDB - CIUS, RIDE - ClUs]
BiA Middle-tier ClUs** (specify below)
81 Noncategorical SiUs
b. 168,021 Other regulated nonsignificant IUs (specify)
A Noncategorical nonsignificant IUs
Ry/A NSCIUs**, excluding zero-discharging ClUs [as defined by 40 CFR 403.3(v)(2)]
(specify below)
28 Zero-discharging ClUs** (specify below)
c. 18184 TOTAL

** The following section is to be completed only if the POTW has adopted middie-tier permitting [40 CFR 403.3(v),
403.8(F)(2}(v)}(C}, 403.12(e)(3}], general control mechanisms [40 CFR 403.8(f)(1)(iii){A)], or NSCIUs [40 CFR
403.3(v)(2), 403.8(f)(2)(v}]. In addition the POTW’s program must be revised and approved for these classifications
before they can be used.

List of NSClUs and zero-discharging ClUs:
Refer to ‘Allachment 1 - Zero Discharger Inventory 2021 for the st of zero discharging Cllls,
List of Middle-Tier ClUs:
The Middis ~ Tier was not adopted by the CA
If middle-tier CIU classification is used, what is 0.01% of the POTW's dry-weather capacity?
Mot Applicable
List of SlUs with general control mechanisms:

Mone

12
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SECTION |: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

D. CONTROL MECHANISM EVALUATION [403.8(f)(1)(iii)]

1. a. How many and what percent of the total SIUs are not covered by an 0 0 %

existing unexpired permit, or other individual control mechanism? [WENDB —~ NOCM, RIDE - SiUs without Control
Mechanisms] [RNC — Ii]

b. Has the CA implemented any general control mechanisms?

P
c. If yes, how many SlUs (as defined by the CA) are covered by a general control mechanism? {
List the types of SlUs covered under a general control mechanism:
d. How many control mechanisms were not issued within 180 days of the expiration date of the 2
previous control mechanism or extended beyond 5 years? [RNC — |i]
If any, explain.
2. a. Do any UST), CERCLA, RCRA corrective action sites and/or other contaminated Yes

groundwater sites discharge wastewater to the CA?

b. How are control mechanisms (specifically limits) developed for these facilities?
Discuss

The W), under an Order directed by the Log Angsles Regional Waler Quality Controd Board 1o remediate ground water
gontaminated with petroleum hydrocarbons, requests the CA o discharge 1 the sewsr collsction system sines water
guaiity standards are oo stringent 1o discharge wastewster o the storm drain, The U submits an applicstion o the CA o
discharge. The CA conducts a faciity inspection and svaluation of the procsss and unit aperations, pretregtment sysiem,
pollutants of concam, and discharge flow rate In sstablishing permit conditions, requirements, factshest and rationsle,

Tha U is subject to local imits and sami and total volatile imils and prohibitions. The treatment plants have not
sxparignesd any Incraasas in semi and otal volatiles loading dus o the discharge of wastewalsr from contaminated
groundwater sites. The semi and total volatile imits wars esiablished using explosivily sereening lsvel orileria bassed on
10% of the Lowsr Explosive Limit

13
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Yes No

3. a. Does the CA accept any waste by truck, rail, or dedicated pipe (including septage)? p.4
b. Is any of the waste hazardous as defined by RCRA? k4
c. Does any waste accepted via truck, rail, or dedicated pipe meet the CA’s SIU definition? 4

d. Describe the CA’s program to control hauled wastes including a designated discharge point (e.g., number of points,
control/security procedures). [403.5(b){8)]
Regidences that are not connectad 1o the CA's sewer discharge thalr wastowater dirgotly info cesspools, seplic anks,
portable nlists, or other holding devicss (the accumuiaisd liguld 8 known a3 "sapdage”). Haulers ars hirsd 10 pump out
sardage and dischargs § into the CA's dasignated septags disposal sits located at DO Tillman Walsr Heclamation Plant
The CA doss not accept haulsd wastes by rall. The CA also allows portable toilst waste (o be discharged inlo the CA's
sewer ab permilted private septags disposal facilities (PSDF)

The Gty doas not accept or allow the disposal of any BOEA or non ROFA hazardous waste al the dasignated septage
disposal or PSDF sites,

Mo wasiss accepted via truck, rail, or dedicated pipe mest CA's S definition.

14
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SECTION I: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

E. APPLICATION OF PRETREATMENT STANDARDS AND REQUIREMENTS

1. What limits (categorical, local, other) does the CA apply to wastes that are hauled o the POTW (directly to the
treatment plant or within the collection system, including contributing jurisdictions)? [403.1(b)(1)]

Mon-residential hauled waste discharge must fﬁwi the discharge standards of LAMC, 84.31 D Any hauler not mesting
these requirements is issued Nolice-oi-Viclation and repeat offenders are subject 1o escalated enforcement actions,

2. How does the CA keep abreast of current regulations to ensure proper implementation of standards? [403.8(f)(2)(iii}]

The CA utilizes the Internel © obiain undates on federal, stale, and local laws, rules, and regulations,  In addition, the CA
has a Regulatory Affgirs Division kﬁep abreast of curr'{:‘*t reguigtions, as an example ENFLEX. The CA iz glso g
mamber of the Nationag! Asseciagtion of Clean Water Agencies and the Water Erwarmma i Faderation. CA stalf regularly
attends OWEA, WEF and NACWA conferences. OA participates in the Southern Cgliformnia Alllance of Publicly Owned
Treatment Works (SCARY and mest with othar POTWSs in the Southern Cal sf{)r Ha fi,g on 1o discuss emerging pretreatment
COnCems on a quartarty basis,

3. Local limits evaluation: [403.8(f)(4); 122.21()(2)(ii)]

a. For what pollutants have local limits been set?

CA did not set any new local imits. CA has retained th
wastewater wﬁémtaﬁrx and treatment systems annual locat b

gxisting local imits hecause they have proven o profect the
i svaluations have rsafirmed this report’'s findings.

b. How were these pollutants selected?

The annual iocal imits evaiuation pollulants are selecied based on various environmentsl protection oriteria from ERA
recommended pollutants, NQQES permit waler quality oriteria, waste discharge requirement, water regycling requiremsnt,
biosolids bensficlad reuse oriferia, and biclogical process inhibition threshold levels,

c. What was the most prevalent/most stringent criteria (e.g., NPDES permit requirements, plant inhibition, and/or
sludge disposal requirements) for the limits?

T? e lowaest of the calculated allowable headworks loading for each poliutant of concern for varous environmerntal oriteria
iz selected az the maxdmurn sliowable headworks logding or the most stringerd oriteris,

d. Which allocation method(s) were used?

Uniform aliocation method 8 applisd for all s, The City aiso impdements individua! control mechaniams through speoial
permit conditions for selected Us o controd pollutant loadings into s POTW.

e. What was the limit basis (i.e., instantaneous maximums, daily maximums, or other) for the local limits?
The limit basis Tor the toca! imit is INsiantgnesus maximum,

f. When was the CA'’s last local limits evaluation? What was the approval date?

Hyperion Water Reclamation Plant, Los Angeles-Glendale Water Reclamation Plant, Donald © Tillman Water
Reclamation Flant, and Terminal island Walsr Reclamation Plant - last evaluation May 2021, see 'Allachment 2 - 2020
Local Limits Evaluation Report’

Yes No

g. Has the CA identified any pollutants of concern beyond those in its local limits? X

If yes, how has this been addressed?

Farmit condition on ceraln individua!l control mechanisms through special permit conditions for selacted iUs

15
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SECTION |: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

E. APPLICATION OF PRETREATMENT STANDARDS AND REQUIREMENTS (continued)

4. What challenges, if any, were encountered during local limits development and/or implementation?

None,

F. COMPLIANCE MONITORING

1. a. How does the CA determine adequate U monitoring (sampling, inspecting, and reporting) frequencies?

The CA uses 40 CFR 403 and 1880 Administrative Order Reguirements as guidslines to determing moniloning
freguenciss, The CA was directed by means of the 1880 ERPA Adminigtrative Order 1o sample, inspest, and require
reporting frequencies greater than those stipulated in 40 CFR 403, Although the AD sxpired on Seplamber 2, 2002, the
A has decided to maintain the established U monitoring fregusnoy,

b. Is the frequency established above more, less, or the same as required?

Explain any difference.

Az aresult of the ERA Administrative Order of 1830 1o the City of LA, the CA established g pretregtment pwogram with 1
monitoring frequencies (sampling, inspacting, and reportingy equal or higher than required by the AQ, Whils the CA
gontinues to observe s pretreatment program astablished frequencies, BIU selfumonitoning frequencies are belng
amendsd through a Substantial Prefrestment Program Modification approved by LARWGOLE from monthly and blemonthly
o g semi-annugl monitoring frequency. Ceriain BIU's under escalgted enforcemsnt or with approved slug dischargs
conirol plang are kept on monthly and bi-monthly monitoring frequencies,

‘ POTYW Ll Self - il Sel
AR Lo 46 - A . . .
inspection Inspection | POTW Sampling Sampling Monitoring Monitoring
Reguired Annual Actual Haguired Annual | Actual Annual | Required Annual Actus]
Frogram Aspect Freguensy Annual Fraguancy Fragquency Fraguenoy Frﬁgu“;w
Fead AD Fraguency Fal AD Fed | Local | Fed AD PEQUERG
413s ;
<16.000 gpd 1 1 4 1 1 2 4 2 2 2
Other Cills ) ) 2 2
< 10.000 gpd i 4 4 } 4 4 4 2 8 8
Cither OiUs .
> 10,000 gpd ! 4 4 1 4 4 4 2 12 12
MNO-BH g™ 1 N& 4 1 P&, 2 & BNA 2

MOVe are issusd for failure 1o self-monitor in gddition to make-up sel-monitering required in administrative ordars,

“The City samples NC-3BHUs twicelyr although federal regulations only require oncefyr. Feders! regulations alfow the
FOTYW 1o monitor in ey of the U However, the City has alected fo continus requining twicefyr self-monitoring, NOVs gre
issuad for fallure o self-monitor i addition 1o make-up self-monitoring reqguired in administrative orders,

c. Does the CA perform IU monitoring in lieu of requiring 1Us to conduct self-monitoring? If yes, list {Us.

Mo, OA does not parform U monitoring for s reguired o peform seff-moniioning.

2. In the past 12 months, how many, and what percentage of, SIUs were: [403.8(f)(2)(v)] [RNC - H]
(Define the 12-month period _01/Q1/2018 to _01/04/2020 )

a. Not sampled or not inspected at least once [WENDB — NOIN] 0 0 %
b. Not sampled at least once [RIDE — S1Us Not Sampled] 3 0 %
c. Not inspected at least once (all parameters)? [RIDE — SiUs Not Inspected] | £ G %

If any, explain. Indicate how the percentage was determined (e.g., actual, estimated).

16
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SECTION |: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

F. COMPLIANCE MONITORING (continued)

3. a. Indicate the number and percent of SIUs that were identified as being in SNC* with the following requirements as
listed in the CA’s last pretreatment program report: [WENDB, RIDE] [RNC — Ii]
SNC Evaluation Period

1 £.38 %
3 173 %
O O %

b. Are any of the SlUs that were listed as being in SNC in the most recent pretreatment report still in SNC status? |f

yes, list SiUs.

Applicable Pretreatment Standards and reporting

requirements

Self-monitoring requirements

Pretreatment compliance schedule(s)

CREQ, Ing. and Spa De Solel Inc,

c. Indicate the number of SlUs that have been in 100% compliance with all Pretreatment Standards and Requirements.

Evaluation Period: 2020 Calendar Yesr

Number of SlUs:

Names of SlUs: Refaer io ‘Altachment 3 « 8llUs 100 Complianceg’

2020 Calendar Year

*SNC defined by:

POTW

EPA X
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4. What does the CA’s basic inspection include? (process areas, pretreatment facilities, chemical and hazardous waste
storage areas, chemical spill prevention areas, hazardous-waste handling procedures, sampling procedures, laboratory
procedures, and monitoring records) [403.8(f)(2)(v)&(vii)]

The bliowing is a summary description of the CA's basic inspaction,

The CTA's basiz inspection hagins wilth a pre-inspection file review aimed at planning and preparing the nspecior for the
on-site inspection{sy, In addition o gathering and updating baseline information during on-sits inspections, the CA's
basic inspection of IUs includss checking for compliance/non-compliance with Tederal and local dischargs standards
and parmit conditions, The onsilg ar:s;:zed,ms serve o identify and donument ar vy changes in oparation or discharge,

Thare are six major aregs inspeciad (6 Mgy in the Us o ensure compliance o CAs discharge standards and permit
conditions

FLANS - The first inspection area s; soking and verifving the facliity plans against what s observed on site and
determining if there gre gny changes Le,, removal, replacement, refocgtion ete., of tanks, plumbing, flow dirgctions, eto,

PRODUCTS - The second inspection ares is the production ine 1o determing If new products were produced other than
exprassly indicated in the permit,

PROCESS ~ The third inspection arsa s examining the process area thoroughly 10 ses where procass water in the facility
comes into contact with products. Document areas where poliution prevention practices s neaded,

?QLLUTANTS The fourth inspection area s checking the pollutants introduced into the procsss water during production
and comparing the poliulan 25; ohserved aqaa nst thoss indicated in the parmit.

FRETREATMENT - The ffth inspection ares 15 checking the pretreatmeant systemis) used by the U o removefraducs
pollutants in the wastestreamis), Cheok i oretregtment equipment controds are within zdgwwtamg fmits, Check and
document inspection of pH monitoring and ORP sguipment,

PARAMETERS - Tﬂ? sixth area is sampling and esting the discharged water 1o check i § meels the paramesters set in
the s parmit. A chain of custody and record of sampling form is used whm :;amg::es; are obiained during inspectionis),

In gddition 1o the six major areas, the inspections cover chemical and hazardous waste storage greas, chemical spill
prevantion, hazardous waste handling proceduras and monitoring records. |

Lastly, & post-inspection interview is held with the &1 The iU s informed of any deficlensies noted during the inspection
and on gress which may nead improvements, The U s informed of any vielations and the issuance of g notice-of
violatiorn, The HJ is Qf‘ﬁred an opportunity o ask gbouwl discrepancies in he wastewaler permil, permit special
reguirements, sampling requirements, or any other jssues

Request a copy of the CA’s inspection form, if applicable.

CA's inspection form has the format of 3 freeform narrative,

5. Who performs the CA’s compliance monitoring analysis?

Performed by: CA/Contract Laboratory Name
¢ Metals CAErnvironmental Monitoring Division
¢ Cyanide CA/Environmenial Monltoring Division
e Organics CA/Environmeantal Monitoring Division

e  Other (specify)

18

ED_006620_00000068-00018



SECTION |: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

F. COMPLIANCE MONITORING (continued)

6. What QA/QC techniques does the CA use for sampling and analysis (e.g., splits, blanks, spikes), including

verification of contract laboratory procedures and appropriate analytical methods? [403.8(f)(2)(vii)]

Check all that are applicable.

QA/QC for Sampling v QA/QC for Analysis v

Gloves Sample Splits X
Chain-of-custody forms Sample Blanks p.4
New Sampling Tubes Sample Spikes X
Field Blanks X | Other:
Other:
7. Discuss any problems encountered in identification of sample location, collection, and analysis.
Mong
8. a. Did any 1Us notify the CA of a hazardous waste discharge since the last PCl or PCA? Yes No

[403.12())&(p)] X

If yes, summarize.

b. How does the CA notify its users of the hazardous-waste reporting requirement? When was the last time the CA

notified its 1Us?

The CA notifies iUs of reporting requirements for uncontrolied or slug/accidental discharge, not iimited 1o the CA but
including state and federg! requirements, in the Industrial Waste Permit, Also included inthe p

for discharge, including hazardous materials.

Last notification is in the {Us permit or permit renewal packags.

armit, is & list of prohibitions

9. a. How and when does the CA evaluate/reevaluate SiUs for the need for a slug discharge control plan? [403.8(f)(2)(vi)]
O oan annual basis, the CA uses a Slug Control Plan formfquestionnalre that s completed by the inspestor during an
nspaction o evaluale the need for a SIU o have 3 slug controd plan, The guestionnaire addressas requiremants for the
respongse o an Sill's slug discharge, sdeguats spill containment/berming, and employes notification,

List SlUs required to have a slug discharge control plan:
Anheuser Busch W-424178, W-485380
Baxaita US, Inc  W-BG1580
CREQ, Ino W-488022
Emsrald Transformers W-554526
W-S35165
W4 28088
Spectrolsb W4 @h808

West Coast Metal Finishing  W-547247

b. For all existing SlUs identified as significant before November 14, 2005, or within a year
of becoming an SIU (whichever is later), has the POTW performed the evaluation to
determine whether each SIU needs a plan or action to control slug discharges?

If not, which SlUs have not been evaluated?

Yes No
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SECTION |: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

G. ENFORCEMENT

1. What is the CA’s definition of SNC? [403.8(f)(2)(viii)]

The Director shall dentify g discharger gs meeting one or more of the Significant Noncomplianes {(SNCY oriteria listed in
40 CFF Section 403 802l and shall publish notica in a newspaper(s) of general circulgtion that providaes mesningful
public notice within the junisdiction{s) served by the POTW. The oriteria for SMNC shall ba as follows:

() Chronic viclations of wastowater dischargs Hmits, defined here g3 those in which sixty-six percent (88%) or maore of all
the measuremants taken for the same poliutant parametsr taken during g six (8} month period excesd by any magniudes)
a numerio Prefreaiment Standard or Reguirement, including instantaneous Limits;

(b1 Technical Review Criteria {(TRO) violations, defined here as those in which thirty-three peresnt {33%) or morg of
wastgwaler measurements taken for sach poliulant parameter during 2 s (81 month period equals or axoeeds the

product of the numernic Pretreatment Standard or Reaguirement inchuding Instantansous Limits, multiplied by the applicabds

griteria {1.4 for BOD, TEE, fats, olls and grease, and 1.2 for all other o
(o} Ay other violation of 3 FPratreatment Stendard or Reguirement {(Dally Madimum, long-lem averags, Instantansous
Limit, or namative standard) that the Director determines has caused, slong or in combination with other discharges,
interferencs or Pass Through, including endangering the heglth of POTW parsonngl or the ganeral public;

(Y Any discharge of 5 poliulant that has caused imminent endangermant 1o the public or o the enwvironmsnt, or has
resuitad In the Director's axarcise of s smergancy authority o halt or prevent such a dischargs,

(21 Failure 1o mest, within ninsty (8303 days of the schedulsd date, a compliance schaeduls milesione contained In the
permit or enforcement order for starting construction, completing construction, or attaining final compliancs;

() Fallure 1o provide within thirty (30) davs afler the dug date, any required reports, inciuding baseline monitoning reports,
reporis on complianes with categoricat Pretreatment Slandard deadiines, periodio setf-monitonng reports, and reports on
compliance with compliance schedules;

{01 Failure 1o accuraisly report noncompliance; or

(h Any other viclation{s), which may include g viclation of Best Management Practices, which the Director determines will
adversely affect the operation or implementation of the local prefreatment program.

tants excent nH),

2. ERP implementation: [403.8(f)(5)]

a. Has the ERP been adopted by the POTW?
Yas

b. Has the ERP been approved by the Approval Authority?
Yes

c. Does the ERP describe how the CA will investigate instances of noncompliance?
Yag

d. Does the ERP describe types of escalating enforcement responses and the time frames for each response?
Yas

e. Does the ERP identify the title of official(s) responsible for implementing each type of enforcement response?
Yes

f. Does the ERP reflect the CA’s responsibility to enforce all applicable Pretreatment Standards and Requirements?
Yag

g. Is the ERP effective, and does it lead to timely compliance? Provide examples if any are available.

Refor 1o "Allachment 4 — Examples of Enforcement Casses’

Yes No
3. a. Does the CA use compliance schedules? [403.8(f)(1)(iv)(A)] X

b. If yes, are they appropriate? Provide a list of SlUs on compliance schedules. X

Refar to ‘Altlgchment 5 -~ S on Compliance Schedule in 2020
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SECTION |: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

G. ENFORCEMENT (continued)

4. Did the CA publish a list of all SiUs in SNC in a daily newspaper of general circulation that Yes No

provides meaningful public notice within the jurisdiction served by the POTW in the previous 4
year? [403.8(F)(2)(viii)]

If yes, attach a copy.
Rafor to ‘Altachment § - SNC 2020 Proot of Publication’

If no, explain.

5. a. How many SlUs are in SNC with self-monitoring requirements and were not inspected 2

(in the four most recent full quarters)?

b. How many SlUs are in SNC with self-monitoring requirements and were not sampled 0

(in the four most recent full quarters)?

6. a. Did the CA experience any of the following caused by industrial discharges?

Yes No Unknown Explain

e Interference 5
e Pass through ¢
e Fire or explosions (flashpoint, and such) ¥
e Corrosive structural damage 5
e Flow obstruction ¢
e Excessive flow rates e
e Excessive pollutant concentrations 5%
e Heat problems X
¢ Interference due to oil and grease (O&G) %
e Toxic fumes X
e lllicit dumping of hauled wastes ¥
e Worker health and safety %
e Other (specify)
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SECTION I: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

G. ENFORCEMENT (continued)

b. If yes, did the CA take enforcement action against the 1Us causing or Yes No

contributing to pass through or interference? [RNC - 1] A

7. a. Did the POTW have any sanitary sewer overflows since the last PCl or PCA? Yes No
X

b. If yes, how many were due to nondomestic waste issues (O&G blockages)?
MNone

H. DATA MANAGEMENT/PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

1. How is confidential information handled by the CA? [403.14]

A information, excest for discharge and effluent dala, submitted © the CA may be claimed by the Industrial discharger
o be confidential, Any such olaim must be asseried at the time of submission of the information or data to the City. The
claim may be asserted by stamping the words "Confidential” or “Confidential Business Informalion” on sach pags
containing such information or by other means, MHowever, if ne olaim s asserted at the tme of submission, the CA may
make the information avallable to the public without further notice. If such a ciaim is asseried, the Information is treated
i acoordance with the procsdures set forth in 40 OFR Part 2 (Public Information),

Efffuent data {any source of discharge of any pollutant) submilted 1o the CA s available o the public and not eligible for
confidantial treatment.

2. How are requests by the public to review files handled?

Hequests by the public are handied per the Public Racords Act as follows:

Hecord requests are subrmittad through the City of Los Angales Next Reguest Portal

Locate the records requested

Detarming which of the requested records legslly must be withheld and why

When appropriate, take action to obtain payment or assurance of payment

lssue g determination within 10 working days (0 the reguestor of which records will be disclosed and which will be
withheid (40 OFR 2112}

5

® oo

=
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SECTION |: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

H. DATA MANAGEMENT/PUBLIC PARTICIPATION (continued)

3. Does the CA accept electronic reporting? If no, does it plan to do s0?

Mo, the CA does not currently aceept electronic fepar’é ng rom Bls, The CA doss plan o aceept alectronic reporting from
Us when a new pretregimant information and data management system is in place in g few yvears,

4. Describe whether the CA’s data management system is effective in supporting pretreatment implementation and
enforcement activities.

The CA's extisting data managsment systemn has g moduls o record and tras ? s prstreatment implemeantation and
system onsite. The sxisting dats managemsn ?S“Siéﬁf‘f also has g moduls i q ia racord and rack sach violation and
notice of vickalion to iUs and the associated enforcemesnt aotivities, and the res ; sas from s for those enforcement

actvities,

5. How does the CA ensure public participation during revisions to the SUO and/or local limits? [403.5(c)(3)]

he public is included in the stskeholder process gnd s notified of Board of Public Works and Oty Coungll hesarings.
Am%yz not &l steps are gpplicable 10 every SUD amendment, some of the maior sleps o ensure public participgtion
during revisions to SUG andfor local Emits are as follows:

Conduct initial brigfings to City officials to inform them of proposed revisions (o the SUO
Prepare and mall out outreach maternizgis

Estabdish an effective stakeholder procsss and condust staksholdar m%%zimgs

Brief various City offives inchuding the Mayor's Business tsam, and councit staff

Frapars and condust publio workshops

Send out notifications Informing the public about the UpComing workshons

Address public concems

CEQA Reviaw

Moty public about scheduled hearings

Maintain an up-to-daie websils

Conduct Customer Surveys

Fublish periodic newsletters

& & & ® H & & B8 B & & %

6. Explain any public or community issues affecting the CA’s pretreatment program.

O Fabruary s, 2018, the LA Industry team fulfilled the obisctive (o ring awareness o the metal plating and processing
aactor of SCAGMD existing and proposed air rules, communicated the avallability of non-towic chemicals that can be
subsituted for toxic compounds ??”*i B our ’ﬁi”{‘y i use, and demonstrated existing and propossd Best Management
Practices (BMP) that addresses fugitive emissions at the business symposiurm, LABAN introduced the Clegn Up Green
Lip Ormbudsperson to forty-seven (47 companies including nine (8} hexavaler xifwmm urn platers, During the symposium,
metal finishers wers introduced 1o the succsssul i implementations of sustainabie practices and altemgtive technology by
wo industry lesders, B/ Costing and Valley Plating, The former discussed how wczi{:f consarvation methods such 8% an
reverse osmosis (ROY system helped reducs costs, while the istter bogsted g complate switch from hexgvalent chromium
to irivalent chromibum with zerg drainags Cﬁéaﬁh”"ﬂﬁ while sl mainisining ¢ qm ficard profitability margins, During the
symposium, stakeholders engagad in discussions on the benefits of Greasn Chemistry and wers 8ncoL r&gud to apply the
12 principles o thelr design, development, and implementation of chemical products and provesses thatl reduce or
gliminate the use and generation of hazardous substances. Metal finishers are ncentivized (o switch o best managaement
practices and allsmative schnologies, and take advantage of water and ensrgy efficiency rebates, tschnical assg sstanw
and financial incentives availabls t© iﬂbaé busingsses. LA Industry team has e m mqa( and comm 'nicaé with
the matal finishers through networking with metal finishing associatl 1g keep abreast on uptoming regulation and
current ischnologies, Fulurs gulrsach congerning this matlsr will be prioy mmd Whan necessary,

7. How long are records maintained? [403.12(0)] 3 Years
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SECTION I: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

I. RESOURCES [403.8(f)(3)]

1. Estimate the number of personnel (in FTEs) available for implementing the program.

Activity FTEs Activity FTEs
Legal Assistance 0.1 Sample Analysis
Permitting 28 Data Analysis: Review and Response 1Y
Inspections 32 Enforcement 13
Sample Collection 25 Administration 128,
Total Number of FTEs | 128
2. Does the CA have adequate access to monitoring equipment? (Consider: sampling, flow Yes No
measurement, safety, transportation, and analytical equipment.) X

If not, explain.

3. a. Estimate the annual operating budget for the CA’s program.

b. Is funding expected to stay the same, increase, decrease (note time frame; e.qg., following year, next 3 years)?

Funding is sxpacted 1o either remaln the sams or incraase for the following years,
Discuss any changes in funding.

Funding could increass by 3-5%.

4. Discuss any problems in program implementation that appear to be related {o inadequate resources.

CA doss not have any &t this time,

$ 13307837
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SECTION |: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

I. RESOURCES (continued) [403.8(f)(3)] (continued)

5. a. How does the CA ensure that personnel are qualified and up-to-date with current program requirements?
1} The CA has g formal Environmental Compllance Inspeclor raining program developed specifically for the CA
21 Managers attend NACWAERA Conferances annually.

3} CA staff attend Cslifornia Water Environment Associstion (CWEA) and WEF corferences and participats in the
ERA Pretregiment Training sassions,

43 The ChA ulilizes the internet 1o obiain updates on faderal, state, and looal laws, rules, and reguistions.

b. Does the CA have adequate reference material to implement its program? Yes No
X

J. ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTIVENESS/POLLUTION PREVENTION

1. a. How many times was the POTW monitored in the past year?

Ambient
See Altachment 7 - POTW Monitoring’ influent Effluent Sludge (Receiving
Water)
e Metals
e Priority pollutants
¢ Biomonitoring
e Toxicity Characteristic Leachate Procedure (TCLP)
e Extraction Procedure (EP) toxicity
e Other (specify)
b. Is this frequency less than, equal to, or more than that required by the NPDES Less | Equal | More
permit? 4
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SECTION |: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

J. ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTIVENESS/POLLUTION PREVENTION (continued)

c. Is the CA reporting these results to the Approval Authority? Yes No

The results are reported quarterly X

2. a. Has the CA evaluated historical and current data to determine the effectiveness of

pretreatment controls on the following: Yes No

Improvements in POTW operations

Loadings to and from the POTW

NPDES permit compliance

hogl I I A 4

Sludge quality?

Sludge disposal options? k4
b. Has the CA documented these findings? 4

Explain. (Attach a copy of the documentation, if appropriate.)

See Attachment 8 ~ Hegyy Malsly’
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3. If the CA has historical data concerning influent, effluent, and sludge sampling for the POTW, what trends have been
seen? (Increases in pollutant loadings over the years? Decreases? No change?)

The succass of the City's pretraatment program s exsmplifisd by the production a*‘ Clazs A Blosolids at Hyperion
Tfeaimg t Plant and Terminal lsland Water Reclamation F%mé Al mhmis argd nuttlents deiscted during the requilar
monitoring of composite samples taken from thess tfeatm» i plants werg below thelr respective pollutant concentrations
isted in ERPA 40 OFR 50313 1o ensure continued 100% benefioial reuss, f“\E\: . pathogen densitisg were gl below the ERPA
40 CFR Part 503 imits for Class A binsolids,

Discuss on a pollutant-by-pollutant basis.
Cadmium ~ The loading rate for cadmium o HWRP has decregsed by 88.2% singe 1878, No noticeable increzse is

prasent within a 3 year dalg gnabysis from 2018-2020. Current sampling indicates cadmium 1o be well bemw Monthiy
mff,f e Concentration limit found in OFR 50313,

Chromium - Thi, oading rate for chromium o HWERP has decreased by 96.8% since 1878, Analysis of a 3 yvear dals sat
inddicated 2 samplas that qualify as sutllers with statistical gnalysis. Using the raw da’{a, the pollutant loading i wall below
the RMonthly Awsragse Concentration limit found i COFF 503,23,

Conper ~ The loading rate for copper o HWRP has decreased by 82.9% singe 1878, Anslysis of 3 3 vear dala set
indicaled 2 samples that qualify as oulliers with sialistical analysis. Analysis of the raw data indicates the pollutant
oading s well below the Monthly Averags Concentration Hmit found in CFR 50313,

Lead - The pading rate for isad o HWERP has decreased by 88.7% since 1878, Analysis of the raw dats indicstses
the pollutant oading s well below the Monthly A&;ﬁer&g&s Concentration limit found in CFR 503,13,

Mercury - The icading rate for meroury to HWRF has deorsased by 98.2% since 1878, Analysis of the raw dala indicalss

the polhutant loading 15 well below the Monthly Averags Concantration Hmit found in CFR 50313,

Mickel - The loading rate for nicke! to HWRP has decreased by 84.4% since 1878, Analysis of 3 3 year datla set indicated
1 sample that gualified as an oullier with statistical anabesis. Analysis of the raw data indicates the pollutant loading s well
below the Monthly Average Concentration imil found in CFR 503 13,

Silver - The loading rate for silver (o HWRP has decreased by 88.9% sinoe 1878 Analysis of the raw data indiosies the
poliutant loading is well below the Monthly Average Concentration fimit found In OFR B03.13.

Zinc - The leading rate for zing o HWEREF has decreased by 82% since 1877 (Mo data available for the vear 1878).
Analysis of the raw data indicates the pollulant loading 5 well below the Monthly Average Concentration imi found in
COFR BO3.13,

Al pollutants are below concentration Bmits and pose no danger 1o HWRF operations or effluentibiosold gquality,
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SECTION |: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

J. ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTIVENESS/POLLUTION PREVENTION (continued)

4. Has the CA investigated the sources contributing to current poliutant loadings to the POTW Yes No
(i.e., the relative contributions of toxics from industrial, commercial, and domestic sources)? R4

If yes, what was found?

The City conducts oo n;::zrehensiv ronitoring and evaluation of méutar‘i of concerns from industrial, commercial and
domestc sources on g regular basis as par NPDES local imit evaluation and reporting 1 eq irement. Al the avent of an
increased pollutant i&f:}dr” to treatmant plants, the Cily investigates the sp afa’ polhdant's sourcss,

Yes No
5. a. Has the CA implemented any kind of public education program? k4
b. Are there any plans to initiate such a program to educate users about pollution 4
prevention?
Explain.

The ity of Los Angelss, LA Sanitation and Environment, industnial Waste Management Division WMD) administers the
Ciy's Fratreatment and Source Control program 1o profect pubiio health, wastewster convevanes and treatment Svszem
and ultimately snsure the bensficlal rsuse of recycied walsr, WMD lsunched LA Indusiry, g data driven poliution
pravention and public education outreach program in 2018 to help businesses thrive in the Log Angeles ares while
aehigyving environmental compliance and mesting source contral obisctives, This public-nrivals coliaboration fosters trust
by creating a busingss-frigndly snvironmaent, 1 inorease business retention rates, o demystify reguistions for local
businessss, 1o promols source reduction and waste minimizations, and 1o advocats for pollution prevention and best
management practices to the bhusinesses. To ach am:e greater sucoess with each industry ssotor, IWMD devslopsd ine
house expert champions o maintain consistent and continuous communication and sngagemsnt The curent industry
saciors are Food Industry, Metal Finishers, Textlls EﬂdL siry, Car Wash Industry, Miore Brewery, Grountdwater, Cannabis,
and Laundry industries. The secior champ ;m% promole susiainability and pollulion prevention through regulatory
assistance and P2 Checklists including principles § om Circular Economy, Biomi m:‘ry and Green Chemistry.
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6. What efforts have been taken to incorporate pollution prevention into the CA’s pretreatment program (e.g., waste

minimization at IUs, household hazardous waste programs)?

Pental Amalgam ?mgram
Dental offices engaged in the placement or removal of dental amalgam on a reguiar basis are Cfa%é“'iwj 7% "Loocal
industrigl User - Dental Industrial User (LILDISY In the City's inventory of industrial wastewster dischargers, Permit
sauance for such dental offices was complsted ‘“‘y {13 tober 2018 requiring them o install the amaigam aéparator and
implement two Beasgt %‘x%ana{}?m?m Fractices as required by 40 OFR 441 {(Denial Amaigam Rulg) promuigals a:i by EFA on
Luly 14, 2017, The Dental Amalgam Rule giso re}qu a5 the submission of One-dime Compliance Report (OTCR) by
Cotober 12, 2020 for existing dischargers and 80 days from the introduction of dental maiwm »vagtem ster for new
dischargers or transfer Of ownershin, Following the issuance of permit, the dischargers wers reminded in March 2020
through notifioation leflers and through phone oalls in September 2020 and May 2021, About 532 7o of the dental offices
subiect v the Dental Amaigam Rule have submitted the OTCR and the remaining dischargers have been reminded o
submit tham
Fats, O and Grease Controd Program
In order o pravent sewage overfiows info the environmaent, LABAN has developed g comprenansive program 1o reduce
the discharge of FOG o the sewer sysiam,
This program includes:

«  Regulatory control of food service estgblishments (FSEs)

s Public oulresch o residances

»  improved preventive maintenance
The City's Fats, Ol and G SBE5S e?i}@} Control reguistes Food Sarvics Esi&bigsrmg s (FEES) Inoated in the City of Los
Angeles, All FSEs that polentially generate wasts grease are raguired o obtaln an industrial wastswater parmit, and use

Best Managemsnt Fractices ,SM?S} o reducs grease dischamgsed o he sewer ¢ ysstem. Any FBE thal is known D causs
grease-reiated sewer overflows or falls o implement BMPs will be required o install 8 grease interceplor or g greass rap
whan i s not feasiblie o Install 3 greass intgreepinr. All new construction of FEEs must includs installation of a greass
intercapor,

The FOG Control Program requirsments ars specified in the Los Angeles Municipal Code Section 64 30 and the Board of
Fublic Works' Rules and Regulstions Govemning Disposal of indusinal Wastewster into Publicly Owned T"é:*ci?f‘f ent Waorks
of the Clty,

Bry Cleaney Condrol Program

Tha Caiw s Dy Cleaner Control Program controls and reguiates the managemsnt and disposal of solvants, solvent wasts
and separator water from dry cleaners, Under this program, dry cleanser facilities are regquired o aither obdain an Industrial
‘v“xiagigm“ier Farmit from the Clty i they intend {o discharge o the sewer, or o self-certify that they do not discharge dry
cleaning wasis o the sewer,

Household Harsrdous Waste Safe Centers

The City cperates six household hazardous waste permanent collection sites throughout the City, known as SAFE,
{solvents/ automoliveflammablas/electionics) w».ﬂf(*‘ re. The SAFE. Centers are open every weaekend and provide a
fimely and conveniant way for the mbéz(‘ o disposs of residential waste, including unwanted medications. In addition, the
City sponsors periodio mobile collection aver m on weekends, wherg rasidents can drop-off thelr waste © be properly
disposead, These moblle events are held in areas not readily sarved by the SAFE Centers. For Conditionally Exer
Sl Guantity Generadors, Tour of e gik centers acoept waste from busingsses on an appoiniment only basis,

Toxic Organic M&nﬁgemem Plan {TOMP}

The CA continues o implement Bs procedures for Us o prepare, cartify, and submit a streamdined Toxic Grganic
Management Plan {(TOMP). The CA adopted g simg ﬁed prammgm i1 2001 for preparing a TOMP making use of ihi-, fact
that much of the paperwork requested by the USEPA s alr ady on file, Reguested papenwork by an U ooours upon filing

for g permit and s updated upon sach parmit renewal © iﬁ s also known, through perodic monitoring of the discharge
“y e A, which faciliies are consistently com ;} Hant. Once the streamined TOMP has been approvad by the A the L
authorized o certify compliance rathey than monitor for Tota! Toxde Qrganics {(TTO) The streamlined TOMP o *s;imz of

wo single-page forms: the Requast for T(}&EP M?}y{k}\fdg and the TOMP Checklist, The TOMP Checklist covers gl of the
USERPA Reauiremants for obtaining a TOMP in an abbrev g?ﬁ«; yal somprehansive and easy o complets forrm ai The
Reqguest for TOMP Approval sllows the U o certify that thelr Plan i being implemented and that they comply with TTO
oratreaiment standands,
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7. Does the CA have any documentation concerning successful pollution-prevention Yes No

programs being implemented by 1Us (e.g., case studies, sampling data demonstrating X

pollutant reductions)?

Explain.

Juanita's Food oogled in one of the City's Environmental Justice aress was juggling with compliance issues. Through the
pollulion prevention and secior champion's {gam, MDD brought together LADWE and GreenBiz program gpecialists (o
vislt Juanita’s Foods, During the site visit, the owner facililated & plant four for the team o leam about her business
operations and her challengss o reduce thelr BODR (Biological Oxygen Demand) and S8 {(Suspended Solids)
concantrations in thelr wastawater, High BOD and S& concentration in wastewalsr s subject 1o surcharge fess. WMD
was able 10 share our experience with 2 iocal brewery who has had success in lowering thelr BOD and S8 with an
anagrobic digestion prefreaiment system and put the ocwner in contact with the brewery siaff, LADWE water conservation
specigisis identified several applicable rebates and incentives available that will significantly reduce thelr ulility bill, The
team alse identifiad other polentials for waler and energy savings, wasiowster quality surcharge Toe savings, and could
gualify for the Green Business certification program. Please refer 1o the aitachaed newsietiar,
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